curtain was against a rib, and after "framing it out,"
Mr. Shade took another reading and got 5,700 cubic feet of
air (Tr. 451).

Mr. Shade testified that the mine liberates methane, and
that it is on a "section 103 (i) inspection cycle.  He had no
knowledge as to how long' the mine had been under such an
inspection cycle, nor did he have any knowledge as to a
purported previously issued order for methane accumulations
(Tr, 457), He did confirm that he had previously issued a
citation for methane accumulation, but could supply no
-details, and he had no knowledge whether it was on the same
section or not (Tr, 460).

Mr. Shade confirmed that he made a methane check, and
found-one-tenth of one percent methane, and he conceded that
it was not possible for a methane ignition to occur with
this amount of methane present.  He indicated that the
explosive range of methane is five to ten percent {Tr. 463) .
He conceded that the time time he issued the citation there
was no hazard of a methane ignition, and that he had no
knowledge as to' how much of the dust that he observed was
"respirable dust11 (Tr. 463) .

Respondent's Testimony

Andrew Peters, Assistant Section Mine Foreman, testified
as to the events which occurred at the time the violation in
question was issued.  He testified that he examined the face
area, took methane readings, and found 4,000 and 5,000
cubic feet per minute at the place where mining was to
begin. After receiving a complaint from the continuous
miner operator with respect to dust rolling back over his
machine, he took an air reading behind the curtain, and
found less than 5,000 cubic feet per minute.  He found that
the air was being short-circuited, and he instructed that
repairs be made.  After this was done, he measured the
required 5,000 feet and left the area (Tr. 486).  He later
determined that some brattice curtain had'.been knocked down,
and that the air was interupted, and he believed that the
miner operator and his helper should have been aware of this
situation (Tr. 497-499) .  He had no opinion as to whether it
was likely that an injury would occur as a. result of the
cited conditions {Tr. 491) .

On cross-examination/ Mr. Peters confirmed the air
readings taken by the inspector to support the citation, and
he even conceded that the inspector gave him the benefit of
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ng with an anemometer at the end of the line curtain and
